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Energy and directional distribution of neutrons at the Beloyarsk NPP workplaces is a subject of this study.
Measurements of H*(10) rate and neutron energy distribution were taken at 8 workplaces, which can be
divided into three categories: work with spent or fresh nuclear fuel, work with radionuclide neutron
sources, work at the rooms adjusted to reactors. The Hp(10) measurements were performed only at 6 out
of 8 locations, due to the fact that long term placing of an effective neutron moderator in fresh nuclear
fuel storage facility is forbidden. As a result of the research energy and direction distribution of the
neutron fields at 8 locations of the Beloyarsk NPP workplaces was obtained. To estimate the accuracy of
the H*(10) rate and Hp (10) measurements the reference values of dose equivalents were calculated
using energy and directional distribution. To take into account the difference between the reference
values and the measured results site-specific correction factors were calculated.
© 2020 Korean Nuclear Society, Published by Elsevier Korea LLC. All rights reserved. This is an open
access article under the CC BY-NC-ND license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/).1. Introduction
The ALARA (As Low As Reasonably Achievable) principle,
formulated in 1954 by the International Commission on Radiolog-
ical Protection to minimize harmful effects of ionizing radiation [1],
is widely used at nuclear power plants (NPPs). This principle re-
quires to maintain the lowest possible and achievable level of both
individual (below the limits established by applicable standards)
and collective radiation doses considering social and economic
factors. Performing their work, NPP personnel is exposed to both
external and internal exposure. Neutron and photon radiation are
of the most interest because of their significant contribution to the
summary exposure dose. Unlike photon radiation dosimetry, the
dosimetry of neutron radiation is a difficult and completely unre-
solved task. The energy spectra of the real neutron fields in various
areas of nuclear reactors and in rooms beside biological protection,
as well as the neutron radiation spectra of fresh or/and used nuclear
fuel and radioisotope sources, can be very diverse in form andd by Elsevier Korea LLC. All rightsranges from hundredths of eV (thermal neutrons) up to units and
tens of MeV (fast neutrons), i.e., at least 9 orders of magnitude. A
wide range of neutron energies in most cases leads to the incorrect
individual dose assessment for personnel since the energy depen-
dence of individual dosimeters responses differs from the function
of the individual dose equivalent per unit fluence. The most accu-
rate estimates of an effective neutron dose for personnel can be
obtained using the information on the neutron energy distribution
at a personnel workplace. Measurement of the neutron field
spectrum from various neutron radiation sources is a very complex
and not fully resolved worldwide problem. Nevertheless, some
studies of neutron energy distribution at workplaces have been
performed in the European nuclear industry, mainly by EC-
sponsored project EVIDOS [2e8]. EVIDOS project showed that
neutron energy distribution at workplaces has a significant differ-
ence from place to place. Therefore, personal dosimeters are highly
recommended to be used taking into account the site-specific
correction factors.
The study of the neutron fields characteristics was conducted in
the territory of the Beloyarsk nuclear power plant named after I.V.
Kurchatov, Zarechniy, Russia. The Beloyarsk NPP is Russia’s only
power plant with power units of various types. The Beloyarsk NPPreserved. This is an open access article under the CC BY-NC-ND license (http://
Fig. 1. Dosimeter-radiometer DKS-96 with a BDKN-96 detection unit (left) and
AT1117 M radiation monitor with a BDKN-03 detection unit (right).
Fig. 2. Disposition of the thermoluminescent and electronic direct reading dosimeters
on the slab phantom.
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were launched in 1964 and 1967 and closed in 1981 and 1989,
respectively. Unit 3 with a fast breeder reactor BN-600 was
launched in 1980 and unit 4 with a fast breeder reactor BN-800 was
launched in 2016. Since units 1 and 2 have been under permanent
shutdown for at least 30 years, nowadays used nuclear fuel removal
operations are being carried out. Thus, occupational neutron
exposure is taking place during the packaging of spent nuclear fuel.
Units 3 and 4 have fast breeder reactor facilities which are different
from the others as the fission of nuclear fuel (Pu oxide and 238U
oxide) there goes under fast neutrons. Even though a form of the
neutron spectrum behind the biological protection might be
simulated, it still requires an experimental verification because
some inhomogeneities in the biological protection cause local areas
with a high neutron dose. Such anomalies were found in the rooms
adjacent to the reactor, particularly fresh subassembly drum rooms
located at units 3 and 4. Reactor preventive maintenance involves
calibration of detectors placed inside the reactor. As the detectors
should be calibrated exactly in the same geometry they use, cali-
bration is done by placing a calibration source inside the reactor.
The third way of neutron exposure is exposure to fresh or spent
nuclear fuel. Since a fast breeder reactor was constructed to solve
the problem with spent nuclear fuel from reactors with thermal
neutrons, fresh nuclear fuel for breeders contains not only natural
uranium but also accumulated actinoids undergoing spontaneous
fission with neutron emission. Since any neutron energy distribu-
tion measurements have never been performed for commercial fast
breeder reactors, such study is undoubtedly of considerable
interest.
Neutron dose estimations were obtained by taking several
measurements intended to:
1) Derive energy distribution of the neutron fluence;
2) Estimate the reference value of the ambient dose equivalent
rate;
3) Estimate directional distribution of the neutron angular fluence
rate;
4) Derive the reference value of the personal dose equivalent rate;
5) Compare dosimeter readings with the reference values of radi-
ation protection quantity.
6) Estimate site-specific correction factors for both personal do-
simeters and survey meters.
The neutron fields at workplaces of the Beloyarsk NPP are
studied in the present research. The energy and directional distri-
bution of the neutron fields was determined. In order to obtain site-
specific correction factors, measurements of H*(10) rate with sur-
vey meters and Hp(10) with personal dosimeters, placed on a slab
phantom, and assessment of the reference values of H*(10) rate and
Hp(10) were taken.Fig. 3. AT1117 M spectrometer with the BDKN-06 unit and the set of spheres.2. Materials and methods
2.1. Measurement location
The measurements of H*(10) rate and neutron energy distri-
bution were taken at 8 workplaces: near a transport cask inside a
railway carriage at units 1e3 (locations 1, 3); in fresh subassembly
drum rooms at units 3, 4 (locations 2, 4); inside a protective cover
near a small rotating plug at unit 4 (location 5); in the reactor hall at
unit 4 (location 6) and near two types of fresh fuel in fresh nuclear
fuel storage facility at unit 4 (location 7, 8).1724
Table 1
Fluence-average neutron energy, average h*(10), reference value of ambient dose equivalent rate, reference value of neutron fluence rate for chosen locations.







1 Units 1.2. Transport cask inside the railway carriage 558 215 8.3 10.8
2 Unit 3. Fresh subassembly drum 0.01 12 2.3 53
3 Unit 3. Transport cask inside the railway carriage 331 143 11 21
4 Unit 4. Fresh subassembly drum 64 23 114 1383
5 Unit 4. Protective cover 0.028 12 1.1 26
6 Unit 4.252Cf source in the reactor hall 1092 259 1342 1440
7 Unit 4. Fresh nuclear fuel storage facility (MOX fuel) 759 222 26 32
8 Unit 3. Fresh nuclear fuel storage facility (Pu fuel) 1041 221 7.0 8.8
Table 2











1 256 212 13 12 23
2 9 6 0.4 1.1 1.2
3 174 140 7.3 7.1 13
4 23 18 2.3 2.8 4.2
5 9 6 0.4 1.0 1.2
6 295 262 31 29 52
7 254 222 21 20 36
8 248 225 31 29 51
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Neutron ambient dose equivalent was measured with survey
meters to identifying workplaces, where personal neutron moni-
toring is required and for reference value of ambient dose rate
estimation. Survey measurements were done with a dosimeter-
radiometer DKS-96 with a BDKN-96 detection unit [9] and an
AT1117 M radiation monitor with a BDKN-03 detection unit [10].
The image of survey meters is shown in Fig. 1. The DKS-96 with the
BDKN-96 detection unit consists of a 3He proportional counter
placed inside a 3.5 cm polyethylene moderator. The AT1117 M with
the BDKN-03 detection unit contains also a 3He proportional
counter with a 10 cm polyethylene moderator.
Personal neutron dosimeters, namely thermoluminescent do-
simeters (Harshaw 7776/8814 and Harshaw 6776/8806 [11]) and
electron direct reading dosimeters MGP DMC 2000 GN [12], were
used to determine personal dose equivalent. Harshaw 7776/8814 is
used to measure lens dose, Hp(3), deep dose, Hp(10), Hp(0.07) and
contains four detectors LiF:Mg,Ti, while three of them are enriched
with 7Li and placed under different filtrations, and only one with
6Li. Harshaw 6776/8806 is used only for gamma and neutron per-
sonal dose equivalent measurement (Hp(10). There are four de-
tectors LiF:Mg,Ti, but two of them are enriched with 7Li and
another two with 6Li. Neutron and gamma personal dose equiva-
lent was calculated automatically with a Harshaw automated
reader instrument. Personal neutron dosimeters were placed on
the tissue equivalent slab phantom during measurements (Fig. 2).
The neutron spectra measurements were taken with the
AT1117 M radiation monitor which has the BDKN-06 detection unit
[13,14] and a set of spheres (Fig. 3). AT1117M contains a 3He counter
and the set of polyethylene spheres from 3 up to 12 inches to
measure neutrons from thermal energies up to 16 MeV. To unfold
spectrum, the algorithm, described in Ref. [15], was used. The
unfolded spectrum was divided into 34 energy bins. The statistical
error of the measured count rates did not exceed 20%.
The information about neutron energy distribution was used to
calculate the reference neutron fluence rate value - f obtained as a
sum of the fluence rate in each energy bin.1725The energy distribution information was used to determine the
average fluence to ambient dose equivalent conversion coefficient,







where fi e neutron fluence rate in the i-th energy bin. The value for
conversion coefficient in i-th energy bin was taken from ICRP/ICRU
conversion coefficients [16,17]. The same approach was used to
obtain an average value for the conversion coefficients for the
personal dose equivalent. The hp (10,q) was calculated using the
data [18,19].
The reference ambient dose equivalent rate value was obtained
with using the neutron energy distribution and fluence to ambient







The directional distribution of neutron angular fluence was
estimated using both active and passive personal dosimeters
mentioned above by placing them on four faces of the slab phan-
tom, namely front, back, left and right. The dosimeters readings
were used to estimate directional distribution. It was suggested the
sum of all the readings from one dosimeter type in one location
represents 100% of the neutron fluence rate. Therefore, it was
assumed the dosimeter at the front measured only the neutrons
originating from the front and none originating from the side or
back. The fluence from the phantom bottom and top was not esti-
mated. To overcome this limitation, the fluence from the top and
bottom were assumed to be zero. Partial fluences incident in the
directions other than the measurement angles on the phantom
were estimated using linear interpolation in steps of 45 in
perpendicular directions.
In this study, it is suggested the neutron energy distribution is
the same in each direction. This assumption was made because
Fig. 4. Neutron spectra of workplaces: a) Units 1,2. Transport cask inside the railway carriage; b) Unit 3. Fresh subassembly drum; c) Unit 3. Transport cask inside the railway
carriage; d) Unit 4. Fresh subassembly drum; e) Unit 4. Protective cover; f) Unit 4.252Cf source in the reactor hall; g) Unit 4. Fresh nuclear fuel storage facility (MOX fuel); h) Unit 4.
Fresh nuclear fuel storage facility (239Pu fuel).
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ergy distribution remains the same in all directions was the only
way possible. Another assumption made in the research is a ‘static
condition’, meaning a person present in a certain location is not
moving.
The determination of the reference personal dose equivalent





where q - the angle of neutron fluence rate coming.1726The values obtained were compared with each other and with
the readings of the personal dosimeters to evaluate the behavior of
the dosimeters in the locations of interest.
3. Results
3.1. Neutron fields characteristics
All measurements were done in the rooms of the Beloyarsk NPP.
After analyzing the workplaces, those were selected, where the
ambient dose equivalent was above 0.5 mSv/h. Ambient dose
equivalent was measured at more than 20 workplaces of energy
Fig. 5. Spectrometer placing: near the fittings in the room adjacent to the reactor core
(left photo) and beside the reactor core shielding (right photo).
Fig. 6. H*(10) response of the survey meters normalized on 239PuBe calibration source.
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conditions. Tables 1 and 2 give fluence-average neutron energy,
average h*(10), the reference value of ambient dose equivalent rate,
the reference value of neutron fluence rate, and average hp (10)
conversion coefficients.3.2. Neutron energy distribution
The obtained neutron spectra are shown in Fig. 4. It can be seen
there is only oneworkplace with neutron exposure at units 1 and 2.
These workplaces are around transport cask inside the railway
carriage. It is explained by the permanent shutdown of units 1 and
2, therefore, neutrons might appear only from spent nuclear fuel. In
the case of fast breeder reactors BN-600 (unit 3) and BN-800 (unit
4) neutron exposure takes place at fresh nuclear fuel assemblies’
storage, duringmanipulating neutron radionuclide source; beside a
reactor wall, whilst working with spent nuclear fuel, etc. Some
photos of spectra measurements are shown in Fig. 5. It can be easily
noted neutron spectra have different forms, neutrons peak posi-
tions, and intensities. All these characteristics have a great influ-
ence on neutron occupation exposure and have a significant
contribution to uncertainties in neutron dose estimation.3.3. Ambient dose equivalent measurement
The results of the measured ambient dose equivalent rates and
its reference value are represented in Table 3. The represented
uncertainties over the measured values in Table 3 are given by the
manufacturer and usually equal to 20e25%. It can be notice that in
most cases the ambient dose equivalent rate is overestimated. It can
be explained by the fact that it has an over-response in the inter-
mediate energy level. Fig. 6 shows the H*(10) responses of the
survey meters normalized on a239PuBe calibration source [18]. In
some cases, where the measured H*(10) rate is smaller than the
reference value, there is no exact explanation.Table 3
Results of the measured ambient dose equivalent rates and their reference values.
Location _H
*ð10Þ;mSv=h
DKS-96 with BDKN-96 AT1117 M with BDKN
1 44 ± 11 2.9 ± 0.6
2 42 ± 11 2.0 ± 0.4
3 3.7 ± 0.9 3.7 ± 0.7
4 1400 ± 350 120 ± 24
5 58 ± 15 2.0 ± 0.4
6 2500 ± 625 2550 ± 510
7 14 ± 4 20 ± 4
8 8.6 ± 2.2 2.6 ± 0.7
17273.4. Direction distribution
To estimate the direction distribution of neutron fluence, per-
sonal dosimeters were placed on the four faces of the slab phantom.
The measured values from all the dosimeters are represented in
Table 4, including their uncertainties. The uncertainties take into
account standard deviation fromvarious detectors of the same type
placed on the same side of the phantom. Uncertainties specified by
themanufacturer are also considered. The personal dose equivalent
was not measured inside the storage of fresh nuclear fuel assem-
blies due to the regulatory. Placement of a hydrogen-consisting
material inside fresh nuclear fuel storage is forbidden. There are
some differences among the results from the various dosimeters
because of different energy responses that different detector types
have. Both Harshaw and DMC 2000 GN dosimeters were calibrated
with 239Pu source as well as survey meters.
Assuming that the sum of all readings from one detector type
represents 100% of the neutron fluence and that the energy spec-
trum remains constant in all orientations, linear interpolation was
used to calculate the relative neutron fluence incident in different
directions on the phantom.
Table 5 shows the findings of this interpolation. The directional
distribution at location 5 was obtained with only one type of the
dosimeters. It is demonstrated the main resource of coming neu-
trons at locations 2, 3, and 6 is the phantom’s front direction.
Furthermore, at locations 4 and 5 neutrons come mainly from the
right. At location 1, the neutron fluence rate can be considered
isotropic.3.5. Reference value for the personal dose equivalent rate
The reference values for the personal dose equivalent rate were
calculated using information about the angular distribution of-03 AT1117 M with BDKN-06 The reference value
10.9 ± 2.2 8.3
7.6 ± 1.5 2.3
14.5 ± 2.9 11
535 ± 107 114
5.6 ± 1.1 1.1
1779 ± 356 1342
37 ± 7 26
10 ± 2 7.0
Table 4
Results of the measured personal dose equivalent rates using the slab phantom.
Location Position on the phantom _Hpð10Þ;mSv=h
Harshaw 7776/8814 Harshaw 6776/8806 DMC 2000 GN
1 Front 34 ± 11 29 ± 9 1.6 ± 0.4
Back 24 ± 9 15 ± 5 0.43 ± 0.14
Left 35 ± 11 13 ± 4 0.9 ± 0.3
Right 24 ± 7 26 ± 8 0.8 ± 0.2
2 Front 513 ± 154 309 ± 93 4.6 ± 1.3
Back 203 ± 61 118 ± 35 e
Left 209 ± 63 152 ± 46 7.2 ± 1.9
Right 283 ± 85 216 ± 65 5.1 ± 1.2
3 Front 77 ± 25 46 ± 15 e
Back 42 ± 21 22 ± 7 e
Left 38 ± 12 15 ± 4 e
Right 76 ± 23 24 ± 7 e
4 Front 3712 ± 1115 2267 ± 692 177 ± 35
Back 1931 ± 605 1322 ± 415 123 ± 25
Left 1726 ± 518 1306 ± 392 e
Right 6091 ± 1827 4040 ± 1212 e
5 Front 78 ± 23 66 ± 24 6.3 ± 1.3
Back e 69 ± 21 4.4 ± 0.9
Left e 32 ± 10 e
Right e 241 ± 72 e
6 Front 4174 ± 1315 2517 ± 769 1600 ± 347
Back 1598 ± 577 1083 ± 336 933 ± 213
Left e 1667 ± 500 e
Right 2333 ± 700 1600 ± 480 e
Table 5
Results from the relative neutron fluence incident in different directions on the phantom using linear interpolation.
Angle of upcoming neutrons Location
1 2 3 4 5 6
Direction distribution and its uncertainty, %
0 15 ± 1 20 ± 1 19 ± 3 13 ± 1 8 22 ± 4
45 14 ± 1 16.00 ± 0.02 16.00 ± 0.01 18.0 ± 0.3 19 18 ± 3
90 12 ± 2 13 ± 1 14 ± 3 23.00 ± 0.01 30 13 ± 1
135 12 ± 2 10.0 ± 0.2 12 ± 1 15.0 ± 0.1 19 11 ± 1
180 12 ± 2 8.0 ± 0.5 10 ± 1 7.0 ± 0.1 8 9 ± 1
135 11 ± 1 9.00 ± 0.01 9.00 ± 0.01 7.0 ± 0.3 6 7 ± 3
90 11 ± 4 9.0 ± 0.5 7 ± 1 7.0 ± 0.4 4 6 ± 6
45 13 ± 2 15.0 ± 0.2 13 ± 1 10.0 ± 0.1 6 14 ± 1
M. Pyshkina, A. Vasilyev, A. Ekidin et al. Nuclear Engineering and Technology 53 (2021) 1723e1729neutron fluence. Personal dosimeters were placed on the slab
phantom for a certain time to get reliable data. It was supposed the
spectrum remains unchanged regardless of direction because
directional spectrometry was not available.
The results of the partial and total personal dose equivalent rate
and the reference value for the personal dose equivalent rates are
shown in Table 6.Table 6
Results of the partial and total personal dose equivalent rate and the reference value
for the personal dose equivalent rates.
Angle of upcoming neutrons Location
1 2 3 4 5 6
_Hpð10;qÞ;mSv=h
0 1.51 0.35 2.50 15 0.07 337
45 2.20 0.36 3.14 25 0.14 429
90 0.12 0.02 0.12 3 0.013 31
135 0.11 0.04 0.11 3 0.02 28
180 0.06 0.02 0.10 2 0.010 24
The reference value 3.99 0.78 6.0 48 0.25 848
17283.6. Site-specific correction factors
Site-specific correction factors are suggested by comparing the
reference values with the personal dosimeters readings. The do-
simeters readings in front of the phantomwere compared with the
values of the dose equivalent rates. The comparison of dose rates
between personal neutron dosimeters (Harshaw 6777/8814. Har-
shaw 6776/8806. DMC 2000 GN), radiationmonitor (AT1117Mwith
BDKN-03 unit) and true value are shown in Table 7. Thus, it is
clearly seen that the site-specific correction factors lie in a wide
range from 0.0015 up to 3. It means the reference quantity might be
as overestimated up to hundreds of times as underestimated up to
3 times.4. Conclusion
The analysis of the neutron fields at workplaces in the territory
of the Beloyarsk NPP was carried out. About 20 workplaces or types
of works were distinguished but only 8 of them were of research
interest. To improve the system of personal monitoring, it is vital to
obtain the reference values of H*(10) rate and Hp(10). In all
Table 7
Site-specific correction factors of different instruments for the Beloyarsk NPP workplaces.
Location Site-specific correction factor
Harshaw-8806 Harshaw-8814 DMC 2000 GN DKS-96 with BDKN-96 АТ1117М with BDKN-03 AT1117 M with BDKN-06
1 0.14 0.12 2.5 0.2 2.9 0.8
2 0.003 0.0015 0.2 0.05 1.2 0.3
3 0.13 0.08 e 3.0 3.0 0.8
4 0.02 0.013 0.3 0.08 0.95 0.2
5 0.004 0.003 0.04 0.02 0.6 0.2
6 0.3 0.2 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.8
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‘soft’. ‘Hard’ spectra contain a significant contribution of the fast
neutrons (E > 0.5 MeV) that can be easily noticed by the peak in the
high neutron energy region. Such spectra are characteristic of
radionuclide sources, fresh and spent nuclear fuel. ‘Soft’ spectra are
most common for rooms adjusted to the reactor core, in other
words, they are placed behind the biological shielding. Such spectra
contain mostly scattered neutrons, having energy under 0.5 MeV.
As far as spectral measurement at fast breeder reactors has never
been done before, this research is valuable.
The directional distribution of the neutron fluence rate was
measured by placing personal dosimeters in four faces of the slab
phantom. It was found out neutron fields have primary direction in
most of the measurement locations. At one location neutron field
was isotropic. Taking into account the directional distribution of the
neutron fluence rate, the reference value of Hp(10) was calculated
using hp (10,q) conversion coefficients for each of 5 angles (0, 45,
90, 135, and 180). The obtained values were compared with the
personal dosimeters readings to determine the site-specific
correction factors. One can notice that without directional distri-
bution personal dosimeters overestimate personal dose equivalent
from tens up to hundreds of times. This work presents results that
demonstrate the complexity and care necessary to do measure-
ments in the neutron fields at workplaces of NPPs. The character-
istics knowledge of the neutron energy and directional distribution
are essential to ensure the safety of radiation hazardous facilities.
Declaration of competing interest
The authors declare that they have no known competing
financial interests or personal relationships that could have
appeared to influence the work reported in this paper.
Acknowledgments
The authors express their gratitude to the Beloyarsk NPP staff
who helped during the measurements.
The reported study was funded by RFBR project number 19-38-
90096.
References
[1] ICRP, Recommendations of the international commission on radiological
protection, Br. J. Radiol. Suppl. 6 (1955).
[2] T. Bolognese-Milsztajn, D. Bartlett, M. Boschung, M. Coeck, G. Curzio,
F. d’Errico, A. Fiechtner, V. Giusti, V. Gressier, J. Kyll€onen, V. Lacoste,
L. Lindborg, M. Luszik-Bhadra, C. Molinos, G. Pelcot, M. Reginatto,
H. Schuhmacher, R. Tanner, F. Vanhavere, D. Derdau, Individual neutron
monitoring in workplaces with mixed neutron/photon radiation, Radiat.1729Protect. Dosim. 110 (1e4) (1 August 2004) 753e758, https://doi.org/10.1093/
rpd/nch220.
[3] F. d’Errico, D. Bartlett, T. Bolognese-Milsztajn, M. Boschung, M. Coeck,
G. Curzio, A. Fiechtner, J.-E. Kyll€onen, V. Lacoste, L. Lindborg, M. Luszik-Bhadra,
M. Reginatto, H. Schuhmacher, R. Tanner, F. Vanhavere, Evaluation of indi-
vidual dosimetry in mixed neutron and photon radiation fields (EVIDOS). Part
I: scope and methods of the project, Radiat. Protect. Dosim. 125 (1e4) (July
2007) 275e280, https://doi.org/10.1093/rpd/ncm169.
[4] H. Schuhmacher, D. Bartlett, T. Bolognese-Milsztajn, M. Boschung, M. Coeck,
G. Curzio, F. d’Errico, A. Fiechtner, J.-E. Kyll€onen, V. Lacoste, L. Lindborg,
M. Luszik-Bhadra, M. Reginatto, R. Tanner, F. Vanhavere, Evaluation of indi-
vidual dosimetry in mixed neutron and photon radiation fields (EVIDOS). Part
II: conclusions and recommendations, Radiat. Protect. Dosim. 125 (1e4) (July
2007) 281e284, https://doi.org/10.1093/rpd/ncm167.
[5] M. Luszik-Bhadra, T. Bolognese-Milsztajn, M. Boschung, M. Coeck, G. Curzio,
F. d’Errico, A. Fiechtner, V. Lacoste, L. Lindborg, M. Reginatto, H. Schuhmacher,
R. Tanner, F. Vanhavere, Direction distributions of neutrons and reference
values of the personal dose equivalent in workplace fields, Radiat. Protect.
Dosim. 125 (1e4) (July 2007) 364e368, https://doi.org/10.1093/rpd/ncm189.
[6] M. Luszik-Bhadra, V. Lacoste, M. Reginatto, A. Zimbal, Energy and direction
distribution of neutrons in workplace fields: implication of the results from
the EVIDOS project for the set-up of simulated workplace fields, Radiat. Pro-
tect. Dosim. 126 (1e4) (August 2007) 151e154, https://doi.org/10.1093/rpd/
ncm032.
[7] Hyeonseo Park, Jungho Kim, Kil-Oung Choi, Neutron spectrum measurement
at the workplace of nuclear power plant with bonner sphere spectrometer,
J. Nucl. Sci. Technol. 45 (2008) 298e301, https://doi.org/10.1080/
00223131.2008.10875847.
[8] V. Cauwels, F. Vanhavere, D. Dumitrescu, A. Chirosca, L. Hager, M. Million,
J. Bartz, Characterisation OF neutron fields at CERNAVODA NPP, Radiat. Pro-
tect. Dosim. 154 (1) (2013) 104e116, https://doi.org/10.1093/rpd/ncs135.
[9] DOSIMETER/RADIOMETER DKS-96 user manual. URL: http://www.doza.ru/
docs/eng/DKS_96.pdf.
[10] AT1117M radiation monitor (neutron dosimeter). URL: https://atomtex.com/
sites/default/files/datasheets/at1117m_neutron_dosimeter_bdkn-03_1.pdf.
[11] Thermo scientific Harshaw TLD materials and dosimeters. URL: https://assets.
thermofisher.com/TFS-Assets/LSG/Catalogs/Dosimetry-Materials-Brochure.
pdf.
[12] DMC 2000 GN personal electronic dosimeter. URL: https://mirion.s3.
amazonaws.com/cms4_mirion/files/pdf/spec-sheets/dmc-2000-gn-neutron-
dosimeter.pdf?1523762742.
[13] AT1117M radiation monitor. URL: https://atomtex.com/sites/default/files/
datasheets/at1117m_all_options_0.pdf.
[14] M. Pyshkina. A. Vasilyev. A. Ekidin. M. Zhukovsky Development and Testing of
a Neutron Radiation Spectrometer in Fields of Radionuclide Sources: AIP
Conference Proceeding.
[15] Bedogni Roberto, Domingo Carles, Esposito Adolfo, Fernandez Francisco,
FRUIT: an operational tool for multisphere neutron spectrometry in work-
places, in: Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Section A:
Accelerators. Spectrometers. Detectors and Associated Equipment., vol. 580,
2007, pp. 1301e1309, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2007.07.033.
[16] ICRP 74, Conversion Coefficients for Use in Radiological Protection against
External Radiation, Pergamon, 1996.
[17] ICRU, Conversion Coefficients for Use in Radiological Protection against
External Radiation. Report 57, ICRU, 1997.
[18] F. d’Errico, V. Giusti, B. Siebert, A new neutron monitor and extended con-
version coefficients for Hp(10), Radiat. Protect. Dosim. 125 (2007) 345e348.
[19] IAEA, Compendium of Neutron Spectra and Detector Responses for Radiation
Protection Purposes, IAEA, 2001. Supplement to Technical Reports Series No.
403.
